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Abstract
The present paper analyses the feed-back type of interferences between the contemporary political discourse viewed as a 
supra-national dialogical structure and globalization phenomena, as well as the social, economical, regional development 
impact on these countries, displaying a double-oriented effects: positive or negative ones. Depending on the quality of the 
political discourse as well as on the quality of measures emerging from the globalizing paradigm, one can observe different 
types of advantages occurring within the development of the specific situations related to such countries / regional 
communities. The medium / long time projected strategies pre-forming the global import are extremely important when 
talking about the perfect appropriation of the global patterns. 
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Never before had the faces of globalization been that obvious in our everyday life. For instance, 
approximately 2 billion people witnessed LIVE EARTH, a series of concerts in 11 cities around the world, meant 
to raise awareness in environmental issues. The Chinese manufacturers garnish toys with dyes containing lead 
and the children around the world must give up Batman and Barbie dolls. The mortgage American companies 
face a cashflow shortage, and the global markets get out of hand. Good, bad, and ugly – the effects of our 
supposedly ‘plain’ world cannot be denied. But how strong are these connections? As the former General 
Secretary of the UN, Kofi Annan, once noticed, “globalization is a fact of life. But I believe we have
underestimated its frailty.”
The limits of globalization have not become obvious only against the background of natural disasters; 
there have been also errors in the political discourse with most unfortunate outcomes. Hence, the sectant violence 
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has been on the rise in Iraq. Iran replaced the reconcilliatory Mohammad Khatami with an isolationist president, 
Mahmoud Ahmadinejad, who requested Israel to be “wiped off the map”. North Korea announced they had 
nuclear weapons. The voters in France and the Netherlands rejected a new European Constitution, etc.
And yet, despite the tumult in numerous states of the world, the nations proved they were able to act in a 
civilised manner, shaping their political discourse to match the issue under discussion. For example, the Middle 
East has ensured a few unexpected cooperation instances, such as the retreat of Israel from Cisjordan and Gaza. 
Syria retreated their troops from Lebanon after a 29-year occupation. The problems in Egypt and Libia have 
calmed down and eventually been settled. It is true that it cost hundreds and thousands of human lives. It is what 
it is happening in Syria at the moment, where the victims sacrificed on the shrine of the political discourse 
paradigm have exceeded 25,000.
On the economic front, the cooperation between regional blocs has increased, even though the Doha 
Development Round still stumbles. The United States of America have approved an agreement with the 
Dominican Republic and the nations in Central America, while the economies in Southeast Asia have 
implemented numerous bilateral agreements. 
A look, even superficial, upon the Globalization Index (an excellent collaboration between Foreign 
Policy and A.T. Kearny!) brings to our attention the limits but also the benefits of globalization. We notice 
globalization advancements and retreats modifying the ranking made by the index, which includes indices such 
as trade, direct foreign investments, participation in international organisations, travelling and the usage of the 
Internet to determine the place of the countries all over the world. 
This year, ten states have been added to the initial list of 62 in an effort to enlarge the representation of 
various regions. This way, the 72 countries together total 97 % of the World Gross Domestic Product and 88% of 
the population of the planet.
The index measures 12 variables, grouped in four sections: economic integration, personal contacts, 
technological connectivity, and political engagement. 
The outcomes of this index ensure an evaluation of how much the countries are opened to and how 
much they interact or not with one another. For example, the International Convention for the Suppression of the 
Financing of Terrorism welcomed new participants, including Argentina, Brazil, Egypt and Ireland, which have 
improved their score in political engagement.
On the other hand, numerous countries have modestly contributed to the UN peacekeeping forces, both 
financially and personally, proving that even the most globalized countries face challenges in maintaining the 
opening.
Cultural factors may also affect the benefits of globalization. For example, the collective French 
nationalism swings over internal agriculture, and the fear of terrorism in the USA makes harbor foreign 
administration remain an unfeasible project – cultural aspects which can partially explain why the two countries 
have a fairly low economic score in the index, despite their huge potential. 
And yet, in 2005, the richest country in the world, the USA, took action on confirming that not 
everybody benefited from the globalization reward. As part of the Gleneagles Summit, in Scotland, the leaders of 
the Group of Eight (G8) industrialized nations granted Africa a debt exemption of 40 billion dollars and a 
supplementary aid of 50 billion dollars. They also promised peacekeeping troops and medical aid for eradicating 
the diseases, etc. 
An advanced highway system is often credited for the raise of the Roman Empire; goods, soldiers and 
taxes could travel great distances at remarkable paces. But if once all roads led to Rome, the internet hyperspeed 
of nowadays leads to the most opened countries in the world. More globalized countries tend to possess more 
international broadbands, a measure for the dimension of the ‘pipe’ by which e-mails and webpages cross 
boundaries. The United States are in the leading position in what the quantity of international cyber traffic 
management is concerned; indeed, their capacity is so large that most e-mails between South America and 
Europe pass through the United States. Similarly, London is a transit point for the transatlantic transit to Europe. 
The sun may have set over the British Empire, but it is still a Heathrow of the cyberspace. 
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Cities may be a blessing or a curse in the GLOBALIZATION ERA for which the political discourse is 
far from finding a proper solution or paradigm. Millions leave villages every year and head to cities, for a decent 
living. But urban centers may be also places for the slums, and poverty and diseases come with these. Generally 
speaking, the more urbanized is a country, the more globalized it tends to become. Singapore is the best case in 
point: 100% urban and its inhabitants are well educated and fairly rich. At the opposing pole, a less globalized 
society, such as Bangladesh, is only a quarter urban. Actually, the less globalized countries record sometimes 
cities with a rapid development, which puts them in a not so fortunate situation. For example, in Nigeria, the 
urban jungle is developing at a rate of approximately 2.5 million persons a year. Dhaka, the capital city of 
Bangladesh, has been initially designed for a population of one million inhabitants and it has twelve million at 
the moment; the demographic experts foresee that the city will accommodate over 23 million inhabitants by 
2015. Pressures that can push any city over the livable limits!  (see Fukuyama, Francis, 1994, 6IkUúLWXOLVWRULHLúL
ultimul om / The end of history and the last man, Bucharest: Paideia and Zamfir, Catalin, 1999, 6SUHRSDUDGLJPă
a gândirii sociologice / Towards a paradigm of sociological thinking,DúL([SHUW
But let us return to a more and more poignant question: how will the giants put up with one another in a 
more and more globalized world? Which will be the new paradigm of the political discourse? An answer, in a 
quite trenchant manner is given by Robert Kagan, who takes the European Union as a pattern. Europeans 
founded a new formula for thinking the future. “They betted on the new world order, on the primacy of 
geoeconomy over geopolitics, for a huge and productive European economy meant to compete on an equal foot 
with the United States and China. They delegated much of their economic and political sovereignty in order to 
strengthen the E.U. institutions in Brussels. They lowered the defense budgets and lightened the modernization of 
the military forces, believing that, while the “hard” power was obsolete, the “soft” one had fine perspectives. 
They thought Europe would be a model for the world and that, in a world shaped on the European Union pattern, 
Europe would be powerful” [1].
In other words, Europe betted on the primacy of geoeconomics over geopolitics. Thus, the 
aforementioned author identifies two types of bets: one staking on geoeconomics, where mostly European 
states are to be found, and another considering geopolitics as a winner (see Badescu, Ilie, 2005, Tratat de 
JHRSROLWLFă  7UHDWLVH RQ JHRSROLWLFV, Bucharest: Mica Valahie and Huntington, Samuel, 2006, Cine suntem 
noi? / Who are we, Bucharest: Antet), shared by Russia and China. Geoeconomics presupposes the departure 
from the logic of conflict and, as a result, the diminishing of the military expenses, encouragement of the 
commercial trades, etc., whereas geopolitics proposes the continuation of the traditional policy. Otherwise, the 
cleavage stressed by Kagan is fed by value systems and options that animate one group of great powers or 
another. For example, in the case of Europe, the postmodern spirit is haunted by the horrible conflicts of the 
twentieth century, when the continent was literally destroyed by nationalism and policy of force. Russia, in its 
foreign policy, is still in a state of shock after the collapse of the Soviet Union and the loss of its status as a 
superpower. The nightmare for Europe was in the 1930s, while for Russia, it is in the 1990s. In this context of 
toing and froing between geoeconomics and geopolitics, where are the United States situated? I consider that 
the USA, in the age of globalization, embraces both strategies copiously, for they still profit from the status of 
one and only superpower (economic and military) on the world political configuration. Paradoxically, the 
comeback of geopolitics is triggered by the aggressive globalization process. Given that the contemporary 
technological revolution has offered the peoples “instruments” of economic growth, globalization has 
decisively changed the contemporary political discourse and its paradigm, contributing to the propagation of 
these instruments and to the making of the markets which have made the ascension of the superpowers 
possible. No one could ever imagine China’s, India’s or Brazil’s rise without taking the ineluctable 
globalization processes into consideration. 
In other authors’ opinion, the acronym BRIC (Brazil, Russia, India, and China) does not suffice, for we 
witness the impetuous growth of more countries. For example, F. Zakaria [2] claims that we witness an 
exceptional phenomenon (generated by globalization, naturally) of tectonic reconfiguration of power and 
redistribution at the international level. 
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There have been three such moments in history. The first started at the beginning of the fifteenth century 
and had its heyday in the eighteenth century, resulting in the rise of the Western World and its establishment as 
the modern world leader. The second great transformation took place with the rise of the USA, started in the last 
decades of the eighteenth century and fulfilled in the final decades of the last century, since this country has been 
holding the indisputable leading position, “an unprecedented phenomenon in modern history” [3]. Lastly, the 
third great tectonic reconfiguration in the distribution of power is represented by what Zakaria calls “the Rise of 
the Rest”. More countries in the world, especially those from Asia, record growth and development paces 
“unconceivable before”. This is how is explained the fact that among the 25 companies with the highest 
probability to become the largest in the world, there are four apiece from Brazil, Mexico, South Korea and 
Taiwan, three from India, two from China and one apiece from Argentina, Chile, Malaysia and South Africa.
What must one remember from the 500 years in which the rise of the Western World and later on, of the 
USA, took place? England, the leading country in the first wave of power distribution, knew how to put up with 
the situation when the USA took the first position in the economic (and military) world hierarchy. And 
everything happened with no major seisms. The USA will continue to dominate for a while, but the phenomenon 
will become more and more relative, due to the rising of the Rest, as Zakaria put it. Of course, the author 
emphasizes, we will not head towards an anti-American world, but rather to a post-American world.
Regarding the effects of globalization upon the paradigm of contemporary political discourse from the 
perspective of sociology and communication, we will note various approaches and, of course, results or... non-
results, depending on the capability of deciding factors ruling the respective countries.
For, obviously, once set off, globalization scorched the land occupied by what used to be the traditional 
organisation. It demolished practically everything and planted new methods, styles, completely different 
approaches and new standards. As Dobrescu stated, “It fertilised a heritage made up of traditions, visions, 
attitudes, of everything that was national specificity. Against this background came the response of the 
“conquered” communities which asked themselves how the new process could be met and made work to their 
advantage” (our translation) [4].The countries which profited immensely from the impact of globalization (a 
rapid growth) were not only those initiating this complex process but also the ones which knew how to 
accommodate fast, under way, elaborating strategies, preparing the labor force, etc. It happened just like in 
journalism or in a communication process. A publication sends a message with which the readers do not quite 
agree. At the same time, readers cannot simply reject it, they are bound to accommodate to the reality expressed 
by the respective message. Who do you think possesses a more profound interpretation of the message, the one 
who sent it or the one who decided to use it a certain way, in terms of his/her interests as well? Undoubtedly, the 
more complex understanding of the message would be developed by the receiver. S/he is the one to turn the 
message upside down and inside out to grasp its eventual vulnerability and weak points, using them to his/her 
advantage. To put it differently, globalization signifies both the technological and financial flows we mentioned, 
and the national and regional responses in the form of development strategies. As the communication process 
presupposes two poles – the sender and the receiver – globalization falls under the same principle. The response 
is part and parcel of globalization, which makes the contemporary political discourse cover completely new 
approaches, for a longer period of time. 
This is what was supposed to happen in Romania after December, 1989, as well. Nevertheless, even 
now, after 23 years of capitalism and democracy, the political discourse is still completely childish and lacking 
any strategy on a medium and long terms in what the response to globalization is concerned. There have been 
randomly wasted enormous amounts of resources, with no perspective whatsoever. We have not known for a 
second how to use the effects of globalization to the advantage of the national community. The search for 
opportunities abroad represents almost exclusively the way to find them. In the INDEX we mentioned at the 
beginning, measuring the personal dimension of globalization, there are phone calls, travels and payments, 
amongst other indices. In this very respect, Romania has been quite profoundly globalized. Anyway, there would 
be many years still to see whether globalization and its ‘good intentions’ are able to make the world a little less 
‘plain’, a little bit better. Because, in the meantime, a similarly global financial depression came, followed by an 
economic one, equally striking. 
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